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CONSIDERATION OP THE REPORT OP COMMITTEE I: DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 
(E/CN.12/AC .59 / l /Rev.1) 
Mr. PARDO (Bo l iv i a ) , i n h i s capac i ty as Chairman of the Committee on 
Development Planning, p resen ted the repor t approved hy the Committee. I t 
s u b s t a n t i a l l y embodied the d iscuss ions held and, in h i s view, contained 
conclusions which would c o n t r i b u t e to progress in planning in each and a l l 
of the Lat in American c o u n t r i e s . 
Mr. RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) reques ted t ha t h i s disagreement .with paragraph 23 
of the r epo r t should be recorded in the summary record , s ince in the opinion 
of h i s de l ega t ion , the dec is ions on Lat in American economic i n t e g r a t i o n 
adopted by the Chiefs of S t a t e a t the Punta del Es te Meeting could not 
con t r i bu t e towards Lat in America's development... 
The r e p o r t of Committee I was adopted, sub.ject to the r e s e r v a t i o n 
expressed. 
CONSIDERATION OP THE REPORT OF COMOTHEE II: TRADE POLICY AND INTEGRATION 
(E/CN .12/AC.60/l/Rev.l) 
Mr. G. MARTINEZ (Argent ina) , in h i s capac i ty as Chairman of the Committee 
on Trade Pol icy and I n t e g r a t i o n , presented the r epo r t of the Committee and 
s t r e s s e d the va luable a s s i s t a n c e provided by the s e c r e t a r i a t in i t s 
p r epa ra t ion . The r e s e r v a t i o n s and observat ions formulated by the var ious 
de lega t ions had been recorded i n the summary record of the l a s t meeting of 
the Committee. 
Mr. M. MARTINEZ (Honduras), Mr. BARALL (United S t a t e s of America) and 
Mr. FAESLER (Mexico) poin ted out t h a t the names of the fo l lowing persons 
had been omit ted from paragraph 1: Mr. Rheinboldt (Honduras), 
Mr. Gonzalez Sanchez, Mr. Alvarez Ur i a r t e (Mexico), Mr. Courand (United. 
S t a t e s of America) and Mr. Tamayo (Venezuela). As a l l those persons had 
been members "of" the Committee, t h e i r names should be included i n the 
paragraph"'c'onc'erned"." '"They f u r t h e r requested t h a t the name of the UNIDO 
observer , Mr. Lur ie , should a l s o be included. 
I t was so decided. 
Mr. G. MARTINEZ (Argentina) suggested t h a t c e r t a i n d r a f t i n g changes 
should be made in paragraphs 10 and 23 of the Spanish t e x t . 
/ i t was 
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I t was so decided. 
Mr. LISETTE (France) observed tha t paragraph 11 did not accure te ly 
r e f l é c t the view expressed by a l l the delegations in the Committee.-- • Ha 
t he re fo re requested tha t i t should be recorded tha t objec t ions had a l so 
been r a i s ed by some delegat ions to the c r i t i c i s m expressed concerning 
the pol icy of developed countr ies with respect to i n t e rna t i ona l cocoa 
and sugar agreements. 
Mr. C.R. RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) suggested t h a t , in paragraph 15,- t h e - l a s t 
sentence should begin with the words "Most of the delegat ions" ins tead of 
"Delegations". 
I t was so decided. 
The repor t of Committee I I was adopted as amended. 
CONSIDERATION OP'DRAFT RESOLUTIONS " """ 
(a) Dra f t r e so lu t ion approved by Committee I on "Planning and development" 
Mr. C.R. RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) pointed out t ha t not a l l the Latin American 
count r ies had been represented a t the Meeting of Chiefs of S ta t e held a t 
Punta del Este and tha t not a l l those present had subscribed to the decis ions 
taken a t the meeting. He the re fo re suggested tha t opera t ive paragraph 2 (a) 
should read as fol lows; "so f a r as the count r ies s igna to r i e s of the 
Declara t ion of the Pres idents of America a t the Punta del Este meeting, and 
of the count r ies acceding to i t , are concerned s t r i v e , when preparing t h e i r 
na t iona l p lans , to co-ordinate them in order to a t t a i n ob jec t ives in l i n e 
with the decisions concerning Latin American economic i n t e g r a t i o n made'at 
t ha t meeting?". ' 
I t was so agreed. 
Mr. M. MARTINEZ (Honduras) suggested t h a t , as a s t y l i s t i c co r rec t ion , 
the l a s t two l i ne s of the Spanish t ex t should read as fo l lows: " r e f e r en t e 
a asignación de recursos , precios y p o l í t i c a f inanciera» monetaria y eco|i&r 
mica en genera l" . 
I t was so agreed. 
The CHAIRMAN, speaking as the represen ta t ive of Venezuela, suggested 
tha t the r e so lu t ion should contain a recommendation f o r pub l ic iz ing the ' 
idea of planning among the broad masses of the populat ion. 
/Mr. G. MARTINEZ 
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Mr. G.MARTINEZ (Argentina) and Mr. PARDO (Bolivia) supported the 
Chairman1s proposal and suggested tha t the fol lowing t ex t should he added 
a t the end of operat ive paragraph 2 (e ) : "and take s teps to i n s t i t u t e 
appropr ia te procedures f o r spreading the idea of planning among the "broad 
masses of the populat ion". 
Mr. C.R. RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) and Mr. FAESLER (Mexico) suggested t h a t , 
in order to c l a r i f y the concept of the p r iva te sec tors as understood by 
Committee I in i t s d iscuss ions , the words "the p r iva t e sec tors" in 
operat ive paragraph 2 (e) should be replaced by "entrepreneurs , urban and 
r u r a l workers and other soc ia l groups". 
Mr. BARALL (United S ta tes of America) r eca l l ed tha t h i s country, 
through the Agency f o r In t e rna t iona l Development, was helping to implement 
development plans in many Latin American count r ies , and suggested tha t 
the idea of plan implementation as well as planning should be included in 
the proposed addi t ion to operat ive paragraph 2 ( e ) . 
The proposed amendments to operat ive paragraph 2 (e) were approved. 
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted as amended. 
Sir Keith UNWIN (United Kingdom of Great. B r i t a in and Northern I re land) 
said t h a t , before the Commission began to consider in d e t a i l the 
r eso lu t ions approved by Committee I I , he wished to express h i s in ten t ion 
to abs t a in , ' in any vote, on general reso lu t ions about which he had 
r e se rva t ions . 
Thus, with regard to the recommendations contained in the d r a f t 
r e so lu t ion on "Access to markets in r e l a t i o n to i n t eg ra t ion agreements 
among developed count r ies" , the United Kingdom could not accept previous 
condit ions or disavow commitments already made. With regard to the 
s tud ies r e f e r r e d to in t h e - d r a f t reso lu t ion on "Pr ices" , he f e l t t ha t 
they should not be given higher p r i o r i t y and tha t they should be a l loca ted 
resources needed f o r more urgent work. He would abs ta in from vot ing on 
the d r a f t reso lu t ions on "Financing" and "Latin America and the second 




only regard them as representing the aspirations of the developing countries 
members of the Commission and they should he submitted, after co-ordination 
with other developing countries, directly to the second Conference, where 
they should undoubtedly be the subject of negotiation. As for the draft 
resolution on "Access to markets", he considered that the ECLA developing 
countries should not make recommendations to develop countries that were 
also members of the Commission, as the representative of Canada had pointed 
out. The United Kingdom was in favour of free access to markets as a general 
principle and had sought to improve conditions of access to its own market as 
much as possible. However, he felt that the resolution singled out only one 
element of a recommendation adopted by UNCTAD (paragraph A.1 (c) of part II 
of recommendation A.II.l), which the United Kingdom had endorsed and which 
had been very difficult to elaborate because it was so complicated. 
Finally, his Government was strongly opposed to the draft resolution 
on "Trade restrictions on grounds of market disruptions", and had opposed 
it in other international forums, because it considered that the question 
whether or not there had been market disruptions was a matter for internal 
decision by Governments, although it was both reasonable and normal that 
consultations should be held after measures had been taken to counteract 
the market disruption. 
Mr. LISETTE (France) said that his delegation had witnessed the efforts 
of other delegations to find solutions to the problems Latin American countries 
were facing, at home and abroad, and had been prepared to help in those efforts. 
It had, however, been unable to concur with all the views expressed^ in some 
instances because they reflected purely regional concerns and in others because 
they failed to recognize the economic imperatives of other parts of the world. 
His delegation believed, moreover, that in view of the significance of the 
forthcoming New Delhi conference for the future of world trade and for 
relations betxieen developed and developing countries, no rigid positions 
should be taken in the resolutions of the current session on problems where 
alternative means might lead to realistic solutions on the questions with 
which the United Nations was concerned. During the proceedings of Committee II 
his delegation had expressed its views in detail on those aspects of the draft 
resolutions which, in its view, were not conducive to such solutions. It had 
/done so 
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(b) Draf t r eso lu t ion on "Latin America and the second United Nations 
Conference on Trade and Development", approved b.y Committee I I 
Mr. C.R. RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) sa id t h a t , in conformity with h i s 
de l ega t ion ' s pos i t ion with regard to the Declaration of the Pres idents 
of America, he wished to place on record h i s reservat ions on the f i r s t 
and t h i r d preambular paragraphs of the d r a f t reso lu t ion ; tha t would"not, 
however, prevent h i s delegat ion from vot ing in favour of the d r a f t r e so lu t ion 
as a whole, since i t found the operat ive par t acceptable . 
Mr. SOUTO-MAIOR (Braz i l ) s t a t ed tha t h i s acceptance of opera t ive paragraph 
3 (e) did not mean tha t h i s country had changed, or was prepared to change 
the pos i t ion i t had adopted a t the f i r s t session of UNCTAD. 
The d r a f t r eso lu t ion was adopted by 18 votes to none, with 5 abs ten t ions . 
(c) Draf t r eso lu t ion on "Latin American Economic In tegra t ion" approved by 
Committee I I . 
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted ..by _21. votes_to none, with 1 abs ten t ion . 
(d) Draf t r eso lu t ion on "Objectives of the second United Nations Conference 
o.n Trade and Development" approved b.y Committee I I 
Mr. SOUTO-MAIOR (Brazi l sa id tha t he intended to abs ta in -in the vote ' 
on the d r a f t r e so lu t ion , s ince he bel ieved i t might be i n t e rp re t ed as a 
recommendation tha t the provis ional agenda f o r the second session of 
UNCTAD should be a l t e r e d , which would go beyond what the Trade and Development 
Board had requested of ECLA. Moreover, Brazi l could not support changes in 
an agenda approved by the group of seventy seven developing countr ies 
without previously consul t ing the other members of the group. 
Mr. MARTINEZ (Honduras) sa id tha t the operative pa r t of d r a f t 
r e so lu t ion should not be i n t e rp re t ed as a recommendation to the Trade and 
Development Board to change the provis ional agenda already approved or as 
de t r ac t ing from the importance of other items of tha t agenda. 
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted by 18 votes to none, with 4- abs ten t ions . 
(e) Draf t r e so lu t ion on "Comparative study of world costs and p r ices in 
r e l a t i o n to t rade in manufactures", approved by Committee I I 
The d r a f t reso lu t ion ifas adopted without d i s sen t . 
( f ) Draf t r eso lu t ion on "Financing", approved by Committee I I 
The d r a f t r eso lu t ion was adopted b.y 20 votes to none, with 5 abs ten t ions . 
/ ( g ) Draf t 
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done so when' the developed countries were accused of, having departed from 
the UNCTAD principles .and recommendations and gf not having fulfilled 
undertakings made within GATT. He therefore considered it unnecessary to 
repeat his explanations and would confine himself to voting according .to 
the opinions he had expressed in the Committee. 
Mr. BARALL (Uni ted S t a t e s of America) a l s o announced h i s d e l e g a t i o n 1 s 
i n t e n t i o n t o a b s t a i n i n the v o t e on t h e d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s r e l a t i n g • to . t h e second 
s e s s i o n of UNCTAD. He s t r e s s e d t h a t i n h i s op in ion t h e s e c r e t a r i a t r e p o r t 
(E/CN.12/773) was n o t a, ba lanced account and d i d no t r e f l e c t t h e opinion -
of t h e Uni t ed Sta tes- and o t h e r developed c o u n t r i e s , t h a t i t c o n t a i n e d 
u n j u s t i f i e d charges and t h a t , by s t a t i n g t h e views of t h e deve lop ing c o u n t r i e s 
a l o n e , i t t ended to d i v i d e t h e member c o u n t r i e s of ECLA in to , two groups and 
to e x a c e r b a t e t h e d i f f e r e n c e s of op in ion among them. He c o n s i d e r e d t h a t many 
of t h e d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s took account only of t h e i n t e r e s t s of t h e deve lop ing 
c o u n t r i e s and he would t h e r e f o r e a b s t a i n i f t hey were pu t t o t h e v o t e . He 
r e q u e s t e d t h a t h i s o b s e r v a t i o n s should appear i n t h e r e c o r d s of t h e t w e l f t h 
s e s s i o n . 
Mr. 5EHRIQUEZ (Netherlands) said that, despite his country's interest 
in Latin American affairs, he deplored the fact that at the current session 
the developed member countries of ECLA had been requested in draft resolutions 
to take measures which they were unable to adopt unilaterally without 
violating their commitments to the associated created at Rome which had set 
up the European Common Market. Although he understood the needs of the Latin 
American countries, he did not consider it advisable to adopt positions on 
matters which could more appropriately be dealt with at the UNCTAD meeting. 
He was therefore opposed to the text of a number of the draft resolutions and 
would abstain when they were jput. to the vote. 
Mr. SUMMERS (Canada) said that he had explained his country's position 
on market, prices and other issues when they'were discussed in Committee II 
and that he could not be a party to political attitudes which might embarass 
his Government. Canada would attend the UNCTAD Conference and his Government 
considered it inappropriate to take decisions on matters which should be 
dealt with in that forum. For that reason his delegation would abstain in 
the vote on several draft resolutions. 
/(b) Draft 
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(g) Dra f t r e s o l u t i o n on "United Nations Programme f o r the promotion of 
expor ts of manufactures and semi-manufactures from developing 
coun t r i e s " , approved by Committee I I 
S i r Keith DMIN (United Kingdom of Great B r i t a i n and Northern I re land) 
sa id t h a t , a l though ho d id not d isagree with the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , he would 
a b s t a i n from vot ing because he had received no i n s t r u c t i o n s from" h i s 
Government. 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was adopted b.y 21 'vo tes to none, vrith 5 a b s t e n t i o n s . 
(h) Draf t r e s o l u t i o n on "Access to markets", approved by Committee I I 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was adopted by 20 votes to none, with 5 a b s t e n t i o n s . 
( i ) Draf t r e s o l u t i o n on "Pr i ces" , approved by Committee I I . 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was'adopted by 21" vo tes" to none, with 5 abs t en t i ons , 
( l ) Draft" r e s o l u t i o n on " T r a d e ' r e s t r i c t i o n s " o n grounds of market d i s rup t i ons " 
approved by Committee I I . 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was adopted by 21 votes to 4; with 1 a b s t e n t i o n , 
(k) Dra f t r e s o l u t i o n on "Formulation of programmes f o r execut ing the 
agreements on f o r e i g n t r ade in the Declara t ion of the P re s iden t s of 
America", approved b.y Committee I I . 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was adopted b.y 24 votes to none, with 1 a b s t e n t i o n . 
(1) Draf t r e s o l u t i o n on . "Access to markets in r e l a t i o n to i n t eg ra t i on" 
agreements among developed coun t r i e s" , approved b.y Coomittee I I . 
Mr. BAHALL (United S t a t e s of America) s a id t h a t a l though he was in 
general"agreement with the d r a f t r e so lu t i on , "he would a b s t a i n in the vote 
because he had not had time to suggest minor changes which would have made 
i t pos s ib l e f o r him to approve i t . Moreover, h i s country did not belong 
to any of the a s s o c i a t i o n s in which many of the developed coun t r i e s were 
grouped. 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was adopted by 21 vo tes t o none, with 5 a b s t e n t i o n s , 
(m) Draf t r e s o l u t i o n on "Foreign Investment" submitted b.y Cuba. 
The CHAIRMAN, in rep ly to a quest ion from the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Argentina 
sa id t ha t the study r e f e r r e d to in the draf t ' r e s o l u t i o n had no f i n a n c i a l 
imp l i ca t ions . 
/Mr. BARALL 
E / C N . l £ / S R . l l 8 ( X I I ) 
P a g e 1 0 
Mr. BARALL (United S ta t e s of America) sa id tha t h i s de legat ion would 
vote agains t the d r a f t r e so lu t ion , .because the proposed study might • -
dupl ica te s tud ies already completed or. in progi'ess on the. same subject 
and in the b e l i e f t ha t i t -would impose an excessive burden on .the s e c r e t a r i a t . 
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted by 7 votes to 1, with 16 abs ten t ions , 
(n) Draf t r e so lu t ion on " In te rna t iona l Symposium on Indus t r i a l Development" 
submitted by Chile, Mexico and Venezuela. 
The, d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted without d i s sen t , 
(o) Draf t r e so lu t ion on "Co-operation with the In te rna t iona l Labour 
Organization" submitted by Mexico.. 
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted without d i s s e n t , 
(p) Draf t r e so lu t ion on "Postage stamp to commemorate the twent ie th 
anniversary of the Economic Commission f o r Lat in America" submitted 
by Chile . 
Mr. CASTELLANOS (Venezuela) expressed support f o r the idea of 
commemorating the twent ie th-anniversary of ECLA and suggested tha t -each 
country should launch a campaign to publicly®, the work ECLA had done f o r . 
Lat in America since i t s incept ion . 
Mr. -.BARALL (Uni ted-States of America) sa id tha t he would abs ta in from 
vot ing on the -draf t r e so lu t ion because United S ta tes l e g i s l a t i o n proh ib i ted 
tha t kind of commemoration. -
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted by 23 votes to none, with 1 abs ten t ion , 
(q) Draf t r e so lu t ion on "Relations with the United Nations Organization 
f o r I ndus t r i a l Development" submitted by Bol iv ia , Colombia, Paraguay 
and United S ta t e s of America, 
( r ) Draf t r e so lu t ion on "Programme of work and p r i o r i t i e s " submitted by 
Argentina, Colombia, Chile, Honduras, Jamaica, Peru, United Kingdom 
of Great B r i t a i n and Northern .Ireland and United S ta tes of America. 
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was.adopted without d i s s en t , 
(s) Draf t r e so lu t ion on "Co-operation with the Food and Agricul ture - -
Organization" submitted by Chile and Ecuador. 
/Mr. RODRIGUEZ 
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Mr. RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) sa id "that the f i r s t th ree preambular paragraphs 
provided s u f f i c i e n t motivation f o r the d r a f t r e so lu t ion , with which he 
agreed. He had rese rva t ions , however, on the fou r th preambular paragraph, 
which, in h i s opinion, was not in accordance with the f a c t s . 
The d r a f t r e so lu t ion was adopted without d i s sen t , 
meeting rose a t 8 p.m. 
